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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

>/ Claim 16 recites the limitation "the lens members" in line 3 of the claim. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

v/ Claim 19 recites the limitation "the lens pairs" in line 2 of the claim. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

x/ciaim 22 recites the limitation "the linear magnification" in lines 1-2 of the claim. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

t/ciaim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

In claim 14, the phrase "can be" in line 2 is indefinite. It is uncertain whether or 
not the limitations following this phrase are part of the claimed combination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

Claims 13-21 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Biber et al. (U.S. Patent 5,825,535). 

Regarding claim 13, Biber et al. discloses an arrangement for directly controlling 
the movement of a zoom system in a stereo microscope comprising direct driving 
motors for at least one moving lens system (8, 9, Figures 1 and 2 and column 3, line 66 
- column 4, line 12). 

Regarding claim 14, Biber et al. discloses that two lens members are controlled 
independently from one another (column 4, lines 6-9). 

Regarding claim 15, Biber et al. discloses that the lens members are provided as 
lens pairs in a Greenough type stereo microscope or a telescope type stereo 
microscope (column 1 , lines 54-55; a telescope type stereo microscope). 

Regarding claim 16, Biber et al. discloses that the drives are controlled by a 
control unit (10, Figure 1) which reads out the pre-stored values for the movement of the 
lens members and controls the drives in a corresponding manner (column 4, lines 52- 



Regarding claim 17, Biber et al. discloses that the drives are linear drives 
(column 4, lines 60-61; stepping motors are well known to be linear drives). 

Regarding claim 18, Biber et al. discloses that the linear drives are arranged in 
the stereo microscope housing (8, 9, 1, Figures 1 and 2). 



61). 
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Regarding claim 19, Biber et al. discloses that the drives are arranged between 
lens pairs (drive 8, which moves lens member 3, is arranged between lens member 5 
and lens member 3 (the first lens pair) and drive 9, which moves lens member 4, is 
arranged between lens member 5 and lens member 4 (the second lens pair); see 
Figures 1 and 2). 

Regarding claim 20, Biber et al. discloses that a plurality of moving lens 
members are controlled jointly (column 4, lines 6-9; when the individual optical elements 
are displaced along the optical axis at the simultaneously, the optical elements are 
being controlled jointly). 

Regarding claim 21, Biber et al. discloses that at least two lens members are 
driven separately (column 4, lines 6-9). 

Regarding claim 24, Biber et al. discloses a method for adjusting zoom systems 
in an arrangement for directly controlling the movement of a zoom system in a stereo 
microscope having direct driving motors for at least one moving lens system wherein 
drives (8, 9, Figures 1 and 2) are provided for driving at least two lens members (3, 4, 
Figure 1) separately (column 4, lines 6-9). 

Claims 13 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Pensel et al. (U.S. Patent 5,867,308). 

Regarding claim 13, Pensel et al. discloses an arrangement for directly 
controlling the movement of a zoom system in a stereo microscopic, comprising direct 
driving motors for at least one moving lens system (15, 16, Figure 3). 
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Regarding claim 22, Pensel et al. discloses that the linear magnification that is 
adjusted is determined and displayed to the operator during the controlling of the zoom 
system (12, Figure 1). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Biber et 

al. 

Regarding claim 23, Biber et al. discloses a control unit used for motorized zoom 
adjustment and for motorized focusing of the microscope (10, Figure 1 and column 4, 
lines 10-20 and 35-39). Biber et al. does not disclose more than one control unit. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have more than one control unit, since it has been held that mere duplication of 
the essential working parts of a device involves only routine skill in the art. St. Regis 
Co. v. Bemis Co., 193 USPQ 8. 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jennifer E Winstedt whose telephone number is (703) 
305-0577. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30 - 17:00 Mon. - FrL 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Casandra Spyrou can be reached on (703) 308-1687. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 
308-7722 for regular communications and (703) 308-7722 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
0956. 
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Audrey Chang 
Primary Examiner 
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